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s PART 1 - CULTURAL RESOURCES

1

3 : Goals of the Study

: ( ) the goal of this study was to prepare a systematic listing of in-
¥ - formation on known cultural resources in the Ohio Valley of West
P Virginia. This data will be used to evaluate the effects of continued
: operation of the Ohio River Navigation System on cultural resources.
The data will also be used for planning purposes such as preparing
master plan updates and updating the inventories of cultural resources
on Corps owned and Corps controlled lands on the Ohio River.

For the purposes of this report, cultural resources have been
divided into prehistoric and historic. Prehistoric resources include 1
mounds, camps, villages and other habitation loci of native populations
prior to 1750 A.D. Historic resources post-~date the beginning of the
Colonial period in the Ohio Valley and include sites of historic struc- 4
tures, districts, and historic archaeological sites. Togetherythese re-
sources contain the unwritten documents of mankind's culturalyachieve-
ments in technology, economy, esthetics, domestic and public
architecture, as well as the data base for understanding cultural con-
tinuties and changes.

This report is based on a literature and records search and does
not pretend to be comprehensive in its scope or findings. The report
was written at the reconnaissance level of investigation and was de-
signed to provide a framework for future cultural resource surveys

' undertaken in the Ohio Valley,

A

The Ohio River basin of West Virginia is included in the
' Appalachian Plateau physiographic province. This area is characterized
by rugged, stream-dissected uplands. The valley walls rise more or less
steeply to heights of 300 to 500 feet, and are broken by sharply-cut
side valleys and ravines. The Middle Ohio Valley varies in width,
ranging from 3,400 to 10,000 feet. The river channel has an average
width of 1,200 feet.

The Study Area

. The basin was almost entirely forested prior to clearing by the
! pioneers and forest land now covers approximataly 40 percent of the
region. Mixed oaks, hickories, tulip, poplar, walnut, maples, and other
hardwoods are found throughout the basin., Some softwoods, primarily
pine, are found in mixed or in small uniform stands. Forest cover along
streams and flood plains include American elm, silver maple, sycamore,

sandbar willow and beech, among other species.
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For the purpose of this report, the study area has been arbitrarily
defined as the floodplain and terrace system of the Ohio River and major
slackwater areas one kilometer from the river bank. In instances where
significant sites such as Grave Creek Mound and May Moore Mound were
located on terraces further than one kilometer from the bank, these
sites have also been included in the report. It was felt that the
inclusion of such sites would give a clearer picture of the archeology
of the Ohio Valley. The major slackwater areas included in the study
are the Kanavha River up to Winfield and the Big Sandy River up to
Louisa, Kentucky (Map I).
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MAP I. The Ohio River Valley of West Virginia and major slackwater
areas. v
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PART II - PREHISTORIC RESOURCES

Goals and Methods

The goal of the Cultural Resources Reconnaissance of Prehistoric
Sites was to gather and systematically organize all available data
relating to site 1locaticn, size, elevation, soil type, cultural gsnd
temporal affiliation type of site and condition. Although some of these
areas lie at elevations above normal high water levels amd are not
presently affected by erosion, construction projects by private, state
and federal agencies are presently affecting, and in the future will be
affecting, these resources. The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers permit
procedures may be relevant to construction in some of these areas and,
therefore, resource data also further facilitates the interpretations
which can be made of cultural distributions drawn from the limited
number of recorded sites in the lower elevations may be fallacious.

In order to accomplish data recording and listing, relevant in-
formation from the West Virginia Geologic and Economic Survey files was
recorded by code for each site in the study area. Knowledge of other
sites was obtained from published literature, from unpublished informa-
tion, from local individuals, and from data obtained in recent surveys.

Limitations and Quality of the Data

Prehistoric site data in West Virginia have been collected in a
systematic manner only sporadically. However, gradual compilation of
information, and improvements in mapping, recording and survey research
designs in recent years have greatly improved accuracy of site loca-
ticns, cultural affiliations, and other data. Most of the early re-
corded data were limited in scope and gathered in an irregular and un-
systematic manner, greatly constricting present evaluations.

Of special importance to data quality is the type of archaeological
survey in the study area. Prior to recent years, all surveys could be
called general or unsystematic, their purpose being to find prehistoric
site material and collect data on affiliation. With the advent of
cultural resource management and archaeological research based on survey
data, intensive studies have been undertaken to assess the praobable
presence or absence of prehistoric sites in certain locations. Within
the study area, these surveys have occurred in response to federally
funded projects where construction is proposed or imminent. The most
extensive of these surveys was undertaken in the area of the Gallipolis
Locks and Dam project and to a lesser extent at the Winfield Locks and
Dam project.
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One result of these surveys is an awvareness of the actual densities
of prehistoric materials in floodplain areas and the possibility of
realistic estimates to be projected for the region as a whole. These
materials are fsr more extensive than previously believed, and the po-
tential for further information is recognized to be great. Another
result is clear association of materials to certain soil types in terms
of concentrations and preservations of remains. This information should
greatly aid the planning of future projects. A third result of these
surveys and previous excevations at the St. Albans site is burial of
sites beneath alluvial deposits, sometimes to a depth of many feet.

. Models of prehistoric subsistence and settlement would be extremely dif-

ficult to process whem one major habitation area, the floodplain, is
obscured. Since buried sites contain data which have not been disturbed
by agricultural practices, looting, or natural processes which affect

. the quality of surface sites, their cultural contexts are likely to be

highly significant.

Prehistoric Culture History and Cultural Chronology

Broad schema have been offered for the prehistory of the Eastern
United States, such as Willey (1966), Jennings (1968), or Griffin
(1952). West Virginia in particular has been the subject of McMichael
(1968) while Dragoo (1963) has presented the cultural and Mayer-Oakes
(1955) the regional approach. After this material The West Virginia
Ohio Valley prehistory has been divided into three traditioms; the
Paleo~Indian (15,000 - 8,000 BC), the Archaic (8,000 - 1,000 BC) and the
Woodland (1000 BC - 1750 AD). These have primarily temporal sub-
divisions into one or more periods. Based on styles of projectile
points and/or pottery manufacture, these do not represent 'cultures' in
the true sense of the word as it is only in the later prehistoric
periods that temporally and spatially discrete archaeological units have
been defined or proposed. Furthermore, it is only in these later
periods that sites in the study srea permit some generalization concern-
ing prehistoric subsistence-settlement patterns and other cultural prac-
tices. In many cases, generalizations must be drawn from sites distant
to the Ohio Valley. A lack of regionally defined cultural continuities
has made it necessary to refer to non-local archaeological data.

A brief summary of the prehistoric cultural periotfl of the Ohio Valley
in West Virgfnia follows. In addition, diagnostic artifact types for
proposed units are listed.

Paleo Indian (15,000 BC - 9000 BC)

The ice front of the Wisconsin glaciation never penetrated the Ohio
River Valley of West Virginia. For this period Butzer (1971) indicates
a periglacial environment, probably boreal and spruce parkland.
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Megafauna, such as mammoth, mastodon, caribou, possibly musk ox,
and peccary were available for exploitation until extinction. Dates
from the Stanfield-Worley Bluff rockshelter indicate essentially modern
forms at around 7690 BC (DeJarnette, et al., 1962). Butzer (1971)
suggests the extinction of mammoth and musk ox by around 6000 BC south
of the Great Lakes region. Brown and Cleland (1968) indicate 7000 BC
for the extinction of mastodon. Providing the emphasis traditionally
placed on these species for this period, these dates would seem to indi-
cate that the Paleo, particularly in the Plano period, "...was in part
coeval with the developing Archaic cultures of the Eastern United States
and Canada" (Mason 1958:231). However, no in situ associations have
been found in West Virginia.

The Paleo Indian period is represented by fluted projectile points
which follow two patterns of distribution. One is uplands surrounding
major water course (Broyles 1969), mountain top sites in Boone County,
West Virginia, and the high ridges in the Cross Creek drainage which
transects Brooke County, West Virginia, and Washington County, Penn-
sylvania. The other is major flood plains (Baker and Fowler 1975; Adams
1960; Glade 1960; Frank 1971). A concentration of fluted points was re-
ported in the Blennerhasset Island Area (Hyde 1960). All fluted points
reported for the study area are surface finds. No definable sites have
been reported although several multicomponent sites do contain sparse
Paleo~Indian components (Olafson 1959; Broyles 1967).

The near continental distribution of the Clovis projectile point
and the nearly exclusive use of high quality flints and cherts from
distant quarry sites suggests that Paleo-Indian populations consisted of
nomadic hunting bands that ranged over large territories. Population
density in the project area appears to have been extremely low during
this period.

Diagnostic Projective Points are:
Clovis (Bell 1958)

Cumberland (Broyles 1966)

Terminal Paleo Indian (9000 BC - 8000 BC)

The period suggested here as terminal Paleo-Indian is defined on
the basis of a series of notched dovetail projectile points which can be
related to Paleo material because of heavy basal grinding, superior
craftsmanship and utilization of exotic materials. Diagnostic points
occur sporadically on the floodplain and distributions are known gen-
erally from amateur collections rather than professional excavations.
Distributions of upland finds in the Cross Creek drainage in Brooke




County, West Virginia, and Washington County Pennsylvanis parallel the
distributions of Paleo points in this region and are consisteatly found
on hilltops and high ridges. Lucherhand (1970) describes similar dis-

tributions for many of these same projectile point types in Illinois and
attributes this to seasonal exploitation of deer herds. Klippel and
Maddox (1977) attribute the distributing of these same projectile points
in the rolling uplands of the Willow Branch ares of Illimois to changes
in Illinois' Holocene vegetation,

The Plano Complex which is present in Ohio and filters sporadically
to the floodplain (Prufer and Baby 1963) during this period appears to
be absent in West Virignia.

Diagnostic Projectile Points Are:

Dalton, Meserve Points (Broyles 1969:16)(Chapman 1948:138)
Dovetail Points (Luchterhand 1970:31-32)

St. Charles Points (Bell 1960:82-83)

Thebes Points (Perino 1971:96)

Early Archaic (8000 BC - 6000 BC)

Immediately following deglaciation there was a shift toward a more
temperate climate (approximately 8000 BC) and to coniferous forest
dominated by oak, drier pine and hardwood (Flint 1971).

The inhabitants, by data from the earliest levels of St. Albans
(Broyles 1966: 1971), Dixon and Rohr rockshelters (Mayer-Oakes 1955a;
Dragoo 1958), utilized base camps as well as temporary camps and rock-
shelters. The tool kit includes varied side and end scrapers, crude
picks and hammerstones. Subsistence is an adaptation to the climatic
shift and megafauna extinction, emphasizing deer and small mammals,
forest and riverine resources.

Projectile point finds indicate distributions similar to
Paleo-Indian but a significant increase in population denmsity. Con-
centrations of LeCroy points are found at 46CB3 in Huntington, and 46HK9
in Hancock County. From surface finds, LeCroy and Kirk points also con-
centrate in counties drained by Monongaliela tributaries. Kanawha black
flint, quartz and quartzite are now commonly used in southern West
Virginia.

Diagnostic Artifact Types Are:

D




Amos Corner Notched Points (Youse 1969)(Broyles 1971:55)
Charleston Corner Notched Points (Broyles 1971:56)
Kanawha Stemmed Points (Broyles 1966:27-28)

Kessel Side Notched Points (Broyles 1969:18)

Kirk Corner Notched Points (Coe 1964: 69-70)

Kirk Serrated Points (Coe 1964: 70)

Kirk Stemmed Points (Coe 1964: 70)(Broyles 1966: 55)
LeCroy Bifurcated Stem Points (Broyles 1966: 23)
MacCorkle Stemmed Points (Broyles 1966: 23)

Palmer Corner Notched Points (Coe 1964: 67-68)

St. Albans Side Notched (Broyles 1966: 23-24)

Middle Archaic (6,000 BC - 3,500 BC)

Due to a lack of representative material this period is poorly de-
fined in the Ohio Valley. It has been primarily characterized by the
culmination of the altithermal. Other sources indicate regional in-
tensification of riverine and estuarine resources as well as hunting and
gathering (Caldwell, 1958). Sites are variable in size and density with
some indications of processing stations and seasonal nucleation.

The beginning of shell mound occupation may be occurring in the
northern panhandle.

Regional diversity is indicated by extensive utilization of the
bottomlands along smaller tributary streams. In southern West Virginia
Kanawha black flint is predominantly used.

There appears to be two Middle Archaic manifestations in West
Virginia. A manifestation in southern and eastern West Virginia char-
acterized by Morrow Mountain, Stanly, Guilford, and Big Sandy projectile
points, appears to originate in the Virginia and Carolina Piedmonts and
enter the Ohio Valley via the New and Kanawha Rivers. A second more
poorly defined manifestation found throughout the Ohio and extending
into the Kanawha Valley is characterized by Brewerton and Lamoka-like
corner and side notched projectile points. Material from the Hansford
site (46 Ka-104), where Middle Archaic levels represented by the
Hansford point, were dated at 3600 BC + 80, and 3730 BC + 75 (unpub-
lished, Kanawha Chapter, West V1rg1n1a Archaeolog1cal 80c1ety) The
Brewerton-like Hansford point is known from these deposits and from
surface finds on mountain top sites 1n Boone County {(Sigfus Olafson,
personal communication).

Diagnostic projectile points types are:

Big Sandy Side Notched Points (Kneberg 1956: 25)(Broyles 1964: 29)




Brewerton-like Points (Ritchie 1961: 16)

Guilford Points (Coe 1952: 304)(McMichael 1968: 7)

Hansford Points (Kanawha Chapter, West Virginia Archaeological
Society)

Lamoka-like Points (Coe 1964) (Broyles 1964: 21)

Morrow Mountain Points (Coe 1964)(Broyles 1964: 21)

Stanly Points (Coe 1964: 35)(Broyles 1969: 18)

Late Archaic (3,500 BC ~ 1000 BC)

During this period there are distinct changes in economy and sub-
sistence; intense exploitation of selected materials and resources, and
increased regional diversity. There is a8 more widespread utilization of
rock shelters and bottomlands along minor tributaries.

In northern West Virginia the Panhandle Archaic is represented by
shell midden sites located on high Illinoian terraces bordering the Ohio
River. The thick midden material indicates a heavy utilization of
shellfish and riverine resources. There is an emphasis on ground stone
and bone tools and the use of pebble cherts. Certain distributions
indicate a mixing of associations.

One of these shell mounds (46HK36)(Pugh, 1976) contains Brewerton
material with no association of Panhandle archaic material, whereas the
other middens contain a predominance of Panhandle Archaic material. 1In
southern West Virginia the Late Archaic is characterized by the use of
Brewerton-like and a variety of stemmed points. .

At the Buffalo site in the Kanawha Valley there is an emphasis on the
Buffalo stemmed projectile series.

Also appearing are steatite and sandstone bowls distributed from the
northern Panhandle throughout West Virginia to the Kanawha Valley.
Toward the end of the period appears evidences of pottery, sunflower
cultivation, human and dog burials.

In the northern Ohio Valley, transitional projectile points such as
Orient Fishtail, Perkiomen and Susquehanna Broad (Ritchie, 1971) are
occasionally found. These projectile point types originate in the
Atlantic coastal zones and Carolina Piedmont and seem to represent con-
tact between the Upper Ohio Valley and these areas rather than the
development of indigeneous poplations. J

On the basis of these projectile point types, the steatite and soapstone
vessels, and the sporadic finds of burials and cultivated sunflower,
Witthoft (1953) proposed a separate Transitional Archaic period. It is
placed here in the very lLate Archaic.




Diagnostic projectile point types are:

Brewerton Corner Notched Points (Ritchie 1961: 16)
Brewerton Side Notched Points (Ritchie 1961: 19-20)
Buffalo Expanding Stemmed Points (Broyles 1976: 10-11)
Buffalo Straight Stemmed Points (Broyles 1976: 11)
Savannah River Points (Broyles 1964: 17)
Steubenville Lanceolate Points (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 140-141)
(Dragoo 1958: 198-199)
Steubenville Stemmed (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 140-141)
(Dragoo 1958: 198-199)

Early Woodland (1000 BC - 100 AD)

The Early Woodland period is marked by the appearance of pottery
making, horticulture, and a burial complex with grave offerings and red
ocher. In West Virginia it is represented by the Adena culture. Adena
material tends to cluster into groups of sites, or rather, groups of
mounds surrounded by habitation sites. The overwhelming emphasis for
the location of these sites is on the upper terraces of major rivers,
above the flood plain. What little is know of these habitations has
been characterized as semi-permanent villages (Potter, 1970) and
scattered settlements (McMichael, 1968). Three such groups have been
identified: The Grave Creek group at Moundsville, the Little
Kanawha-mouth of the Muskingum group at Marietta and Parkersburg, and
the Kanawha group at Point Pleasant and Charleston.

Adena has been divided by trait complexes into three stages: Early,
Middle and Late now fused into Early-Middle, and Late. Dragoo (1968)
concluded that while traits and burial customs differed widely from
Early to Late, few innovations occurred in living patterns. Agriculture
was present in sunflower, gourd, pumpkin and squash, probably contri-
buting little to a basic hunting, gathering and fishing subsistence.

Early-Middle Adena (1000 BC - 600 BC). This subperiod has been
characterized by circular houses with a single post mold pattern and
small mounds containing few artifacts. Burials are primarily
accompanied by utilitarian artifacts. The cultural development is in
terms of the introduction of copper artifacts and mica, extended inhuma-
tions, boat stones, flared-mouth tubular pipes and the beginnings of log
tombs (Dragoo, 1968).

A descrepancy exists in the dating of the Early-Middle Adena
moundslh The sites associated by traits with this period display
carbon”” dates which cluster at around 300 BC (McMichael, 1965), a time
usually associated with Late Adena. If this dating is representative,
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the implication is a need for re-evaluation, either of the temporal
division of Adena or the trait associations.

Late Adena 600 BC - 100 AD). Late Adena has been characterized by
the development of complex ceremonialism, including large conical
mounds, sacred circles and earthworths sometimes containing settlements.
Notable is the presence of the Robbins Point and the inclusion of
elaborate ceremonial grave goods. Settlement was scattered with
villages of two to five houses spread over a wide area. A‘double
post-mold pattern predominates. Diagnostic traits include log-inclosed
tombs, cut mica, effigy tubular pipes, zoomorphic tablets and Adena
plain pottery. .

Diagnostic artifacts are:

Adena Blades (Dragwso 1963: 111-112)(Converse 1973:56)
Adena Leaf-Shaped Blades or Points (Dragoo 1963: 107-108)
Cresap Blades (Drago 1963: 109-110)

Flat-Base, Tapered-Stemmed Blades (Dragoo 1963: 110-111)
Robbins Points (Dragoo 1963: 113-114)

Adena Plain Pottery (Griffin 1942)

Fayette Thick Pottery (Griffin 1942)

Half Moon Cordmarked Pottery (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 184-189)

Middle Woodland (100 AD - 600 AD). This period is characterized by
the presence of the Armstrong culture occupying the central and south-
western portions of the state and particularly evident in the Kanawha
Valley. Armstrong is primarily defined by the distinctive pottery and
corner-notched projectile points distributed throughout central and
southwestern West Virginia, Little is known of subsistence and settle-
ment patterns which apparently closely followed Adena. The village
surrounding the Leslie Mound was characterized as a "scattering of
houses on the several rolling ridges of the site." No large sedentary
villages are evident. g

Msjor artifacts include corner and side-notched projectile points,
prismatic flake knives, plano—convex end scrapers, sandstone and slate
gorgets, copper beads and platform pipes. Burial practiced are variable
but include mound building. Cremation was evident in the Leslie Mound
(McMichael and Mairs 1963), while burials at Mount Carbon include flexed
and extended burials (McMichael 1962). There seems to be a preference
for mound building on second river terraces. ;

Contemporaneous with Armstrong but occupying the Northern Panhandle
is the Watson Farm Culture. Material from the Watson Farm site

ae
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(46 Hk-34), Fairchance (46 MR-13) and Troop Farm (46 Hk-7), indicate
relations with or influences from Classic Hopewell in Ohio, especially
in such types as banded slate gorgets and pendants, bone awls and
beamers, side and corner-notched projectile points, and rarely, some
mica and copper ornaments (McMichael, 1968; Dragoo, 1956). Char-
acteristic are the first indications of compact villages in the area.
Burials are highly varied including flexed, extended, secondary burials

- and cremations, with the inclusion of grave goods.

Pottery is limestone tempered utilitarian. Distribution of the
types extends to Preston County to Dixon and Rohr Rockshelters (Dragoo
1958) and Monongalia County.

Diagnostic artifacts are:

Armstrong Corner Notched Points (McMichael and Mairs 1963: 32-35)
Armstrong Expanded Stem Points (McMichael and Mairs 1963: 32-35)
Armstrong Side Notched Points (McMichael and Mairs 1963: 32-35)
Armstrong Corded Pottery (McMichael 1965: 95)

Armstrong Cordmarked Pottery (McMichael 1965: 94)

Armstrong Incised (McMichael 1965: 94)

Armstrong Plain (McMichael 1965: 94)

Corner Notched Points (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 154, 159)

Raccoon Notched Points (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 154, 159)

Side Notched Points (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 154, 159)

Watson Cordmarked (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 193-195)

Watson Incised (Mayer-Dakes 1955a: 196)

Watson Plain (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 195-196)

Late Woodland (600 - 1000 AD). Succeeding Armstrong in Central
West Virginia is the Buck Garden culture. Although generally concentra-
ted in the central portion of the state, trait influence has extended up
the Kanawha to the Ohio River.

Characteristic of Buck Garden is the compact village with extensive
use of temporary rock shelters. By rockshelters and burial mound distri-
butions, settlements seem to concentrate in upland terraces above stream
heads. -

Notable in earlier Buck Garden are notched projectile points which
later give way to triangular points as well as bone awls and gorgets and
the use of canmel coal.

Pottery is utilitarian flint, sandstone or limestone tempered.
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Diagnostic artifact types are:

Buck Garden Expended Stem Points (McMichael 1965: 82)
Buck Garden Corded (McMichael 1965: 94)

Buck Garden Cordmarked (McMichael 1965: 92-93)

Buck Garden Smoothed (McMichael 1965: 94)

Late Prehistoric (1,000 - 1,650 AD). Port Ancient occurs in West
Virginia following Buck Garden. Sites are found on the Ohio, Kanawha,
Guyandotte and Big Sandy Rivers primarily on high, well-drained river
terraces suitable for agriculture and village locations. They are often
identifiable from aerial photographs Ly a dark, "donut-shaped" stain of
midden material around the central plaza.

Pottery types are consistent with other known Fort Ancient types,
in particular Madisonville and Fox Farm types. Scattered shell-tempered
sherds associated with these types have been found in surface survey
collections from Wayne and Cabell counties (Baker and Fowler 1975)
Marshall County (Liddell 1975; Solecki 1950), indicating a wide spread
of Madisonville-Fox Farm material. Types representing the Feurt,
Anderson and Baum foci have not been identified in West Virginia.

Remains indicate a very sedentary existence with a heavy reliance
on crops, especially corn, beans, and squash with sunflower and pumpkin,
and secondarily on hunting and trapping, gathering of nuts and berries.
The only domestic animal appears to have been the dog. Barber (1974)
presents some evidence of faunal exploitation of the deciduous forest
edge with little to no utilization of the interior forest region.

Houses are rectangular and range in length from 28 to 60 feet;
these are arranged in a circle or conceatric circles around a central
plaza then surrounded by a circular stockade of wooden posts. The
palisade is characteristic and more than one palisade was present at the
Buffalo site (46 PU 31).

Some fire pits occur centrally in houses or in front of houses
facing the open plaza. Refuse and storage pits occur within and between
stockades.

Burials occur in cemeteries and village deposits, but more often
along the interior of house walls. Most burials are extended, some are
flexed.

The characteristic small triangular point is dominant. The un-
grooved stone axe, ungrooved adz, mussel shell hoe, and bone fish hooks
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are present.

Ornaments are predominantly of mammal and bird bone, shell and
cannel coal, Often included as grave offerings are perforated mammals
canine teeth and circular gorgets.

Analysis of material from the Buffalo Site (Hanson 1975) indicates
most chipped stone tools were from alluvial cobbles, with some use of
quarried Kanawha Black Flint, quartz, quartzite, granite, sandstone and
hematite. Non-local materials here included marine shell, a bit of
mica, and pipestone from southern Ohio.

Included with Fort Ancient and extending to the contact period is
the Clover complex of the Madisonville Phase. This was identified by
Griffin (1943) on the basis of a rather different artifactual set and
discussed more extensively by Mayer-Oakes (1955a). Included are the
type site, the Clover site (46Cb40), the Orchard site (46MS61) the Rolf
Lee Site (46Ms51), the Buffalo site, and several others.

Distribution seems to run from Huntington to Marietta on the Ohio,
and to Charleston on the Kanawha River. Unusual features include
certain decorations on pottery, including the "weeping-eye" motif, disk
pipes, human figurines, elaborate shell ornaments, and plain and cord-
marked pottery pestles. Historic trade items include glass beads and
fragments of brass and copper kettles reworked into decorative items.

Diagnostic artifact types are:

Madisonville-Fox Farm (Griffin 1943: 141)
Madisonville-Fox Farm Cordmarked (Griffin 1943: 132-133)
Fox Farm Salt Pan/Fox Farm Bowl (Griffin 1943: 131-132)
Madisonville Grooved-Paddle (Griffinm 1943: 141)

Fox Farm Checked Stamped (Griffin 1943: 141)
Madisonville Net Impressed (Griffin 1943: 141)

Pottery Pestles (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 171)

Fort Ancient Points (Converse 1973: 67)

Triangular Points (Converse 1973: 68)

Monongahela. The Monongahela peoples inhabited the Northern Pan-
handle, Upper Wetzel, Monongalia, Marion and other counties in north-
central West Virginia.

Monongahela River Valley in Pennsylvania, occupations extend well

southward into West Virginia. Mayer-Oakes (1955a) characterized the
sites as being located on hilltops and high bottomlands of major rivers
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and their drainages. They contain remains of corn agriculture and
abundant deer, turkey and plant remains. Villages asre stockaded with
oval-shaped palisades, containing circular houses 10 to 25 feet in
diameter. Fire, burial, refuse and storage pits occurred both inside
and outside the houses with pear-shaped storage pits attached to the
houses.

Burials were predominantly flexed and included ornsmental grave
goods. A separate pottery type, Scarem Plain, was designated for
inclusion in child burials.

Characteristic of Monongahela is the pottery pipe of "Monyock"
complex. These are often elbow pipes but stemmed and rare effigy pipes
occur.

Projectile point types include small triangular points, a long form
from the Scarem site and a curved-base form from Speidel. Omnondaga
appears to be the most common chert, but Flint Ridge and local cherts
were also used,

Also characteristic of Monongahela is perforated canine teeth of
various mammals, use of cannel coal for pendants, and cylindrical beads
of bird bone. Bone awls and projectile points, bone besmers and fish
hooks, shell beads and polished stone tools are associated artifacts.

Warfare has been indicated by burials containing projectile points
embedded in or in close association with skeletal material. In terms of
site distribution, Monongahela and Fort Ancient overlap in the central
portion of the Ohio River Valley in West Virginia.

Occasional specimens of Mahoning pottery (Mayer-Oakes, 1955a) are
found on sites in Hancock County. This represents a Late Woodland
manifestation in the Beaver River drainage and the sporadic occurence of
Mahoning pottery in the Upper Ohio Valley is possibly due to trade
between these culture areas.

Diagnostic artifacts are:

Monongahela Cordmarked Pottery (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 107-109)
Monongahela Incised Pottery (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 199-200)
Monongahela Plain Pottery (Mayer-Ogkes 1955a: 198-199)
Monongahela Punctate Pottery (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 200)

Scarem Plain Pottery (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 203)

Monyock Cord-Impressed Pottery Pipes (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 107-109)
Monyock Plain Pottery Pipes (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 107-109)

Speidel Plain Pottery Pipes (Mayer-Oakes 1955b: 22)

Triangular Points (Converse 1973: 68)
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Scarem Triangular Points (Mayer-Oakes 1955a: 161)
Speidel Triangular Points (Mayer-Oakes 1955b: 14-15)

Proto Historic 1650 -~ 1750). By the presence of historic material
on Fort Ancient, Clover and Monongahela sites, these people were still
inhabiting the Ohio Valley at the time of European contact. Apparently,
initial contact was not direct but by way of trade. By the time of
actual European movement into the area, the only aboriginal presence was
transitory hunting bands or war parties, the major populations having
been displaced prior to around 1700 (McMichael, 1965).

Identification of Fort Ancient and Monongahela in terms of known
historical groups is tenuous. General concensus connects Fort Ancient
with the Shawnee, but more by process of elimination than anything.
Early evidence comes from 17th and early 18th Century explorers and
missionaries whose reports are often fragmentary and contradictory. If
these reports are correct, especially in the equation of the Ontoagannha
with the Shawnee, the earlieat report comes from Raqueneau, in 1647-48
placing them on the Ohio., By 1661 to 1675 the Iroquois were attacking
the Shawnee and by 1700 or shortly thereafter, there were no more
Shawnee in the Ohio Valley as they had dispersed to South Carolina,
Alabama and Eastern Pennsylvania (Criffin, 1945),

Some Shawnee showed up in Maryland with Chartier. By 1725 there
was only one group of Shawnee left in Alabama; the rest had moved into
the headwaters of the Ohio. By 1750, or so, the Shawnee were back in
Ohio with the Sauteurs. From 1750 on, there was also Delaware and
Kiangashaw shifting in and out of the Ohio Valley, again from Iroquois
expansion and European influence (Charles Callender, personal communica-
tion).

Historic trade items consisting mainly of glass beads and copper

kettle bits reworked into ornaments have been reported from the Rolf lee
(46MS51), Buffalo (46PU31), and Clover (46CB40) sites.

PREHISTORIC SITE LISTINGS
Format
Information on known archaeological sites is presented in the

listings which are included as Appendix A. Site infqrmation is pre-
sented according to the following format and codes: ' '

16




1,

2.

3.

4.

Site Designation

State 46, West Virginia County, Site Number

County

Hk Hancock
Br Brooke
Oh Ohio

Mr Marshall
Wz Wetzel
Ty Tyler

Pl Pleasants
wd Wood

Ja Jackson
Ms Mason

Cb - Cabell
Wa . Wayne

Pu Putnam
River Mile

Ohio River Mile to the nearest .10 mile

Type of Site

H Camp

v Village

EM Earth Mound
SM Stone Mound
M Mound

SH Shell Heap
RS Rock Shelter
P Petroglyph
W Earth Works

Periods represented

Paleo Indian
Archaic

Early Archaic
Middle Archaic
Late Archaic
Woodland

" Early Woodland
Middle Woodland
Late Prehistoric
Historic

»

mRERTEERTT
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5.

7.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

.Location of records

Cultures represented

P Paleo Indian

PA Panhandle Archaic
B Brewerton

AD Adena

FA Fort Ancient

M Monongahela

AR Armstrong

BG Buck Garden

Meters from Bank

Distance from nearest Ohio River bank

Size

Site dimensions where determined (meters or hectares)
Elevation

Feet above mean sea level

Depth

Depth of cultural deposits.

Site Conditions

D Destroyed
T Tested
Ex Excavated

National Register Status

E Eligible (unofficial determination made
PE Potentially Eligible by professional archeologists
NR On National Register working in the area)

WVGS West Virginia Geological and Economic Survey,
Morgantown, West Virginia

CM Carnegie Museum

Soil Tvpes
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Hancock, Brooke and Ohio Counties

AhC
BeD
Cg
Ch
Cu
Du
Hu
LaB
LaC
Ld
MoB
MoC
WeD
WeE
WeF

WOOD COUNTY

AsA
AsB
DuC
DuE
Gn
Hf
HnA
HnB
Ht
LaB
Ln
Ma
Ml
ScA
ScB
Sc
Sn
StF
UmF
VAD3
VaD4

WeA
* WhA
WhB

Allegheny Silt Loam, 8 - 152 Slopes
Berks shal silt loaam, 20 - 30 slopes
Chagrin fine sandy loam

Chavies fine sandy loam

Cut and fill Land

Dunning silt loam

Huntington silt loam

Lakin loamy sand, 3 - 10X slopes
Lakin loamy sand, 10 - 20% slopes
Lindside silt loam

Monongahela silt loam, 3 - 8X slopes
Monongshela silt loam, 8 - 15X slopes
Westmoreland silt loam, 20 - 30X slopes

.. Westmoreland silt loam, 30 - 40X slopes

Westmoreland silt loam, 40 - 552 slopes

Ashton silt loam, 0-3% glopes

Ashton silt loam, 3-10% slopes

Duncannon silt loam, 10-20% slopes
Duncannon silt loam, 30-40% slopes

Ginat silt loam

Runtington fine sandy loam

Huntington silt loam, 0-3X slopes
Huntington silt loam, 3-10X slopes
Huntington silt loam, low bottom

Lakin loamy sand, 3-10% slopes

Lindside silt loam

Made Land

Melvin silt loam

Sciotoville silt loam, 0-3% slopes
Sciotoville silt loam, 3-10% slopes
Senecaville silt loam -

Senecaville silt loam, low bottom

Steep land, alluvial materials
Upshur-Muskingum Complex, 40-55% slopes
Vandalia 8ilty Clay Loam, 20-30% severely eroded
Vandalia Silty Clay Loam, 20-30% slopes, vVery
severely eroded N

Wheeling fine sandy loam, 0-3% slopes
Wheeling silt loam, 0-3X slopes :
Wheeling silt loam, 3-10% slopes \
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Marshall County

AB Ashton Silt Loam, 3-122 slopes

Be Brookside silt loam, 3-8% slopes

Gs Gilpin-Upshur Clay loams, 30-40% slopes |

Gt Gilpin-Upshur Clay loams, 30-40% slopes, ;
severely eroded ]

Hd Huntington fine, sandy loam, 0-3X slopes ‘

He Huntington silt loam, 0-3% slopes

Hf Huntington silty clay loam, 0-3% slopes

Lb Lindside silt loam, 0-3X slopes

Ma Made Land

We Westmoreland silt loam, 20-30% slopes

Wh Westmoreland silt loam, 40-55% slopes

Wn Wheeling sandy loam, 3-102 slopes

Wo Wheeling silt loam, 0-32 slopes

Wp Wheeling silt loam, 3-10% slopes

JACKSON AND MASON COUNTIES

AfB Ashton fine sandy loam, 0-3% slopes ‘
AsA Ashton silt loam, 0-3% slopes ‘
AsB Ashton silt loam, 3-8% slopes
AsC Ashton silt loam, 8-15% slopes
DuB Ducannon silt loam, 3-82 slopes
GsA Ginat silt loam, 0-3% slopes
HuA Huntington silt loam, 0~3% slopes :
LaB Lakin loamy fine sand, 3-8% slopes i
LkA Lakin loamy sand, 0-3% slopes i
LsA Lindside silt loam, 0-32 slopes i
MeA Melvin silt loam, 0-3% slopes i
MfA Melvin silty clay loam, 2-6% slopes i
MgB Monongahela silt loam, 2-6% slopes ?
MuC3 Muskingum-Upshur silt loam, 10~20% slopes, severly
eroded

ScA Sciotoville silt loam, 0-3Z slopes
SeA Senecaville siit loam, 0-3% slopes
So Sloping land, alluvial materials
vvC Vandlia very stony silt loam, 5-15% slopes
WfA Wheeling fine sandy loam, 0-3% slopes

{ WEB Wheeling fine sandy loam, 3-8% slopes
WwfC Wheeling fine sandy loam, 8-152 slopes
WgB Wheeling gravelly sandy loam, coarse subsoil variant

8-15% slopes
WsA Wheeling silt loam, 0-3% slopes
WsB Wheeling silt loam, 3-8% slopes
20
k




WsC Wheeling silt loam, 8-15% slopes

CABELL COUNTY

9 Huntington silt loam
14A1 Wheeling fine sandy loam, 0-392 slopes
31F2 Muskingum-Upshur soils, 35-60X slopes
199A1 Ashton loam, 0-3% slopes
19981 Ashton loam, 3-81 slopes
Summary

A total of 227 prehistoric archaeological sites are recorded for
the project area, Thirty-seven of these are known to be multi-component
sites for a total of 280 known components, but only 161 of these are
firmly identifisble by time period. The distributions of these 280
components by period is shown in Table I. The distribution of sites by
type of site is shown in Table II and the distribution of sites per
county by type of site and time period in Table III.

The frequencies and distributions of sites along the river are a
function of several things. Number of floodplain miles and area of
these floodplains are especially significant, as sites are known to con-
centrate on well-drained areas, Obviously, those counties possessing a
greater area of floodplain proportionate to number of river miles
contain a higher frequency of sites than those where a large proportion
of river miles is area where bluffs come up to the river's edge. Also
concentrations of large village, multi-component sites and mounds occur
near natural river crossings such as near Wheeling, Moundsville,
Parkersburg, and Huntington where shoal areas existed before the
development of the Ohio River Navigation System.

As site frequency is also dependent upon adequate and systematic
survey, thegse 227 recorded sites probably represent less than 102 of the
total number of archaeological sites in the study area. The only
intensively surveyed section of the Ohio River in West Virginia is the
area surrounding the Gallipolis Locks and Dam where 25 new sites were
recorded for a 1.5 mile stretch of floodplain. These sites consist pre-
dominately of scattered camp sites and woodland hamlets rather than
village sites and mounds, which are generally more numerous among the
recorded sites in the Chio Valley.

From the existing data, the following patterns of distribution can
be delineated for various types of sites:




Middle Woodland and Late Prehistoric Villages

Both Fort Ancient and Monongahela Village sites are located on high
banks at or near the rivers edge. Middle Woodland Watson Villages are
found in similar locations,

Burial Mounds

Most earthen Adena mounds are located on second terraces well away
from the riverbank and out of the flood zone. Watson stone mounds are
located near the river bank with the Watson Village sites. Many stone
mounds are on promontories overlooking the Ohio Valley. These are gen-
erally attributed to the Middle Woodland period although few of these
mounds have been thoroughly investigated.

Shell Mounds
All of the Late Archaic shell mounds attributed to the Panhandle
Archaic are located on high Illinois terraces well away from the river

bank.

Camps and Woodland Hamlets

Scattered multi-component camp sites and Woodland hamlets tenta-
tively attributed to the Adena, Buck Garden, and Armstrong Cultures are
located on both first and second terraces. These sites are located on
almost every elevated ridge or knoll along the river. The available
data on Woodland hamlets suggests there was a preference for locating
the sites on the crest of a ridge or the slope facing the river.

Buried Sites

Little is known about deeply buried sites in the project area.
46HK34 and 46PU31 had buried Late Archaic components two to three feet
below the Watson and Fort Ancient components. Hemmings (personal
communication) has mentioned a buried Adena component at Blennerhassett
Island at a depth of I3 feet which was radiocarbon dated to 295 B.C.
Liddel (1975) reported a buried site 14 feet below the surface at Round
Bottom, Marshall County, but subsequent excavations produced no
diagnostic materials. Amateurs have also reported the occurrence of
deeply buried Kirk and LeCroy points found during the conmstruction of
the Willow Island Locks and Dam.
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TABLE 1

DISTRIBUTION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES BY COMPONENT

SITE
COMPONENTS

Component No. |
Paleo 6 ; 2.1
Early Archaic 9 3.2
Middle Archaic 1 4
Late Archaic 12 4.3
Archaic 15 5.4
Early Woodland 37 13.2
Middle Woodland 36 12.9
Late WD/LP . 36 12.9
Woodland 9 3.2
Intermediate 119 42.5
TOTAL 280 100.1
No Terminal Paleo components have been identified on any of the recorded
sites.

TABLE 11
DISTRIBUTION OF ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE BY TYPE OF SITE

TYPE OF SITE

Type No. 2
Camp 45 18.7
Village 52 21.6
Mound 60 24.9
Shell Mound 13 5.4
Earth Mound 5 2.1
Stone Mound -3 1.2
Petroglyph 4 1.7
Earth Words 1 4 |
Indet 58 24.0
TOTAL 241 100.0
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TABLE III

DISTRIBUTION OF SITES PER COUNTY BY TYPE AND COMPONENT

. TYPE COMPONENT

Hancock County (18 Sites)
Camp 1 Early Archaic 2
Earthmound 3 Late Archaic 7
Village 5 Archaic 1
Shell Mound 6 Early Woodland 7
Petroglyph 1 Middle Woodland 5
Stone Mound 3 Indeterminant 4
Indet 1 Late Prehistoric/Woodland 3
Total 21 Total 29

5 Known Multi-Component Sites

Brooke County (13 Sites)

Late Archaic 1
Camp 1 Archaic 2
Village 3 Early Woodland 2
Mound 6 Middle Woodland 2
Shell Mound 1 LWD/LP 1
Undeterminate 5 Undeterminate 8
Total 16 Total 16
1 Known Multi-Component Site
Ohio County (3 Sites)
Indeterminate 2 Indeterminate 3
Mound 1
Total 3 Total 3
Marshall County (27 Sites) ‘
Camp 1 Early Woodland 4
Village 5 . Middle Woodland 3
Mound 11 Late Prehistoric/Woodland 2
Shell Mound 1 Indeterminate 18
Indet 9
Total 27 Total 27
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TABLE III (Cont'd)

TYPE COMPONENT
Wetzel County (3 Sites)
Undeterminate 2 Undeterminate 3 {
Mound 1 .
Total 3 Total 3

Tyler County (7 Sites)

Mound 5 Indeterminate 6 |
Village 1 :
Earth Works 1
Indeterminate 1 Woodland 1 L
Total .8 Total 7
Pleasants County (13 Sites) ]
Mound 5 Paleo-Indian 2

Archaic 3
Camp 2 Early Woodland 4
Village 3 Middle Woodland 2
Indeterminate 4 Late Prehistoric/Woodland &

Indeterminate 3
Total i4 Total 18

4 Known Multi-Component Sites
. |

Wood County (21 Sites)
Village 12 Paleo-Indian 3
Mound 4 Middle Woodland 1
Shell Mound 1 Lt Wd/Lp 4
Indeterminate 4 Woodland 1

Indeterminate 14
Total 21 Total 23

2 Known Multi-Component Sites

Jackson County (10 Sites) ;

Camp ¢ 4 Late Prehistoric Woodland 1

Village 2 Indeterminate 8 ,
Mound 1 Early Woodland 1
Indeterminate 3 :

Total 10 Total ' 10




TABLE II1I (Cont'd)

TYPE COMPONENT
Mason County (70 Sites -
Early Archsic 1
Camp 20 Late Archaic 2
Village 14 Archaic 7 :
Mound 22 Early Woodland
Earth Mound 1 Middle Woodland 13 3
Petroglyph | Late Prehistoric/Woodland &
Shell Mound 2 Wood land 1
Indeterminate 12 Indeterminate ° 36
Total 72 Total 86

16 Known Multi-Component Sites

Cabell County (15 Sites)

Paleo-Indian 1 ]
Camp 3 Early Archaic 1 i
Village 2 Archaic 1
Shell Mound 2 Late Prehistoric/Woodland 4
Indeterminate 7 Woodland 1
Indeterminate 10
Total 15 Total 18

1 Known Multi-Component Site

Wayne County (5 Sites)

Camp 2 Early Woodland 1

Mound 1 Middle Woodland 1

Petroglyph 2 Woodland 1

Indeterminate 2

Total 5 Total 5
Putnam County (23 Sites)

Camp 10 Early Archaic 2

Village b Middle Archaic 1

Mound 2 Late Archaic 2

Earth Mound 1 Archaic 1

Indeterminate 8 Early Woodland 3

Middle Woodland 9

¢ Late Prehistoric/Woodland 6

Woodland 1

Indeterminate 9

Total 26 - Total 34

8 Known Multi~Component Sites

26




TABLE IV

NATIONAL REGISTER ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES AND POTENTIALLY ;
ELIGIBLE SITES ‘ P

P
NATIONAL REGISTER SITES (
Grave Creek ) 46 MR 1
Blennerhassett Island 46 WD 1
Buffalo Indian Village 46 PU 31

QITES DETERMINED ELIGIBLE FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER i

None
POTENTIALLY ELIGIBLE SITES
Fairchance Mound and Village 46 MR 12
Troop Farm » 46 HK 7 3
Watson Farm 46 HK 34
Cowl Farm 46 HK 9
Roseberry Farm 46 MS 53
Lee Farm 46 MS 51
May Moore Mound ) 46 MS 12 '
Woods 46 MS 14 ‘
Clover 46 CB 40
Camden Park Mound 46 WA 12
Ceredo Petroglyph 46 WA 40
Wildcat Branch Petroglyphs 46 WA 41
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